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INTRODUCTION 


The  housing  element  is  part  of  the  comprehensive  planning  program 
for  Franklin  County,  providing  a county-wide  plan  for  matters  related  to 
the  housing  needs  of  its  citizens.  North  Carolina  counties  have  not 
traditionally  been  active  in  housing  although  there  are  several  county 
functions  which  directly  and  indirectly  affect  housing.  County  health 
departments  oversee  water  supplies  and  sewage  disposal.  More  recently 
counties  have  become  involved  in  extension  of  water  and  sewer  lines 
beyond  the  corporate  limits  of  the  towns.  Counties  have  also  become 
involved  in  fire  protection,  recreation,  land  use  regulation,  sub- 
division regulation,  and  building  inspection,  all  activities  which 
directly  or  indirectly  affect  housing  and  the  living  environment. 

Finally,  many  counties  have  become  directly  involved  in  housing 
assistance,  administering  federal  assisted  housing  programs  such  as 
public  housing  and  community  development  programs. 

This  document  presents  the  existing  housing  conditions  and  housing 
assistance  needs  as  derived  from  available  data  sources.  Much  of  the 
data  is  abstracted  from  studies  and  plans  prepared  by  Region  K,  Kerr- 
Tar  Regional  Council  of  Governments.*  The  county  plan  then  suggests 
available  programs  to  address  the  identified  needs. 

The  housing  element  also  coordinates  the  roles  of  the  municipalities 
within  the  county  and  the  programs  of  the  council  of  governments  for 
the  region  in  which  the  county  is  located.  County  programs  may  either 
apply  county-wide  or  only  in  rural  areas  outside  of  municipal  jurisdiction. 
The  towns  in  Franklin  County  have  authority  over  areas  within  their 
corporate  limits  and  up  to  one-mile  outside  their  corporate  limits. 

County  programs  may  also  apply  within  municipal  jurisdiction  where  the 
towns  do  not  have  authority  or  where  the  towns  have  agreed  to  partici- 
pate in  the  particular  county  program. 

FRANKLIN  COUNTY 

Franklin  County  is  located  on  the  northeastern  edge  of  the  Piedmont 
and  is  bounded  by  Wake,  Granville,  Vance,  Warren,  and  Nash  counties. 

The  county  boundaries  contain  316, 22k  acres.  The  county  is  predominately 
rural  with  approximately  93%  of  the  land  area  being  used  for  forestland 
or  agriculture.  Approximately  12,000  acres  or  less  than  k%  of  the  total 
land  area  is  developed  for  urban  uses  including  roads  and  highways. 

Franklin  County  was  formed  in  1779  when  the  state  legislature  voted 
to  divide  what  was  then  Bute  County  into  what  are  now  Franklin  and 
Warren  counties.  The  legislature  also  authorized  the  incorporation 
of  the  county  seat,  Louisburg,  which  was  named  in  honor  of  Louis  XVI. 


*Kerr-Tar  Regional  Council  of  Governments,  Region  K Housing  Element,  1978. 
Kerr-Tar  Regional  Council  of  Governments,  Region  K Areawide  Housing 
Opportunity  Plan,  1 980 . 
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Louisburg  developed  as  the  regional  trade  center  for  the  local 
agricultural  economy  and  is  the  largest  municipality  in  the  county. 
Louisburg  College,  chartered  in  1787,  is  located  in  Louisburg.  There 
are  four  other  incorporated  towns  in  the  county:  Frankl inton,  Youngsvil 
Bunn,  and  Centerville.  All  municipalities  except  Centerville  provide 
water  and  sewer  service  and  solid  waste  collection  within  their 
corporate  1 imits. 

Agricultural  employment  has  declined  as  mechanization  of  farming 
has  increased.  Non-agricultural  employment  opportunities  in  the  county 
have  largely  been  in  trade  and  the  manufacture  of  textiles  and  wood 
products.  In  recent  years  furniture  and  apparel  industries  have 
expanded  in  the  county,  increasing  employment  opportunities  in  manu- 
factur i ng . 

The  population  of  the  county  gradually  increased  from  1910  until 
1950.  Between  1950  and  1970,  the  decennial  census  showed  a decline 
in  population.  This  decline  was  due  to  the  lack  of  employment  oppor- 
tunities for  workers  no  longer  needed  in  agriculture.  Since  1970,  the 
population  trend  has  reversed,  and  the  1980  census  shows  a substantial 
increase  in  the  county  population.  Increased  employment  opportunities 
in  Franklin  County  as  well  as  adjoining  counties  have  made  the  recent 
population  increase  possible. 


HOUSING  SUPPLY 


EXISTING  HOUSING  CONDITIONS 

Information  on  the  condition  of  existing  housing  is  presented 
here  to  determine  what  problems  presently  exist  in  the  county  and 
what  is  needed  to  correct  or  eliminate  those  problems. 

The  most  current  comprehensive  data  on  housing  is  the  detailed 
structural  quality  survey  of  the  county  conducted  by  the  Kerr-Tar 
Regional  Council  of  Governments,  February  1976  through  August  1977.* 

This  survey  included  all  of  the  county  except  Louisburg  where  housing 
quality  data  was  derived  from  the  1970  U.  S.  Census  Fifth  Count  data. 
This  survey  and  census  data  are  the  bases  for  subsequent  housing 
studies  prepared  by  Kerr-Tar  COG,  and  a summary  is  included  here  as 
the  best  comprehensive  data  available. 

Following  are  brief  descriptions  of  the  terms  used  in  the  survey: 

Standard  - refers  to  those  housing  units  with  no  or  only  slight 
structural  defects  such  as  slight  damage  to  porches  or  steps, 
broken  gutters  or  downspouts,  or  a lack  of  paint. 

Substandard  - refers  to  those  housing  units  which  were  determined 
to  be  in  a deteriorating  or  dilapidated  condition. 

Deter iorat i ng  - a structure  needing  more  repair  than  could  be 
corrected  in  the  normal  course  of  maintenance  and  possessing 
defects  of  an  intermediate  nature  which,  if  left  unattended, 
would  lead  to  serious  structural  damage.  These  are  generally 
considered  suitable  for  rehabilitation. 

Pi  1 ap i dated  - a structure  considered  as  unsafe  or  inadequate 
owing  to  one  or  more  critical  defects,  to  a combination  of 
intermediate  defects  which  occur  in  sufficient  number  to 
require  extensive  repair  or  rebuilding,  or  to  inadequate 
original  construction.  These  units  require  demolition,  and 
if  occupied,  replacement  housing  for  the  occupants. 

Vacant  - is  an  unoccupied  unit  which  is  for  sale  or  rent. 

Table  I I - A , Survey  of  Housing  Conditions:  Townships,  presents 

the  condition  of  all  housing  units  in  the  county  by  township  in  1976. 
Table  I I — B , Survey  of  Housing  Conditions:  Municipal  and  County  Balance, 

presents  housing  conditions  for  the  urban  and  rural  areas  of  the  county. 


* Kerr-Tar  Regional  Council  of  Governments,  Region  K Housing  Element,  1978. 
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SURVEY  OF  HOUSING  CONDITIONS:  TOWNSHIPS 
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SHSTAHDARD  H0USIH6 

CONCENTRATIONS  OF  SUBSTANDARD  HOUSING 


The  preporotian  of  this  mop  w os  finonced  in  part  through  on 
urban  planning  grant  from  the  Department  of  Housing  ond 
Urban  Development,  under  the  provisions  of  Section  701  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1954,  os  amended 


Total  Number  of  Dwelling  Units 


1 970 1 

19762 

19803 

Change 

(1970-80) 

FRANKLIN  COUNTY 

8,242 

9,460 

11,152 

+35.3% 

Dunn  Township 

1 ,080 

1,199 

1,455 

+34.7% 

Harris  Township 

671 

790 

811 

+20.9% 

Youngsville  Township 

601 

698 

891 

+48.2% 

Frankl i ntown  Township 

1,672 

1,926 

2,334 

+39.6% 

Hayesville  Township 

44o 

483 

582 

+32.3% 

Sandy  Creek  Township 

487 

609 

795 

+63.2% 

Gold  Mine  Township 

398 

506 

577 

+45.0% 

Cedar  Rock  Township 

713 

740 

843 

+18.2% 

Cypress  Creek  Township 

193 

245 

305 

+28.8% 

Louisburg  Township 

1,987 

2,264 

2,559 

+28.8% 

FRANKLIN  C0o  RURAL 

6,461 

7,656 

9,119 

+41.1% 

FRANKLIN  CO.  MUNICIPAL 

1,781 

1 ,804 

2,033 

+14.2% 

Bunn 

112 

161 

148 

+32.1% 

Youngsv  Tile 

21 1 

199 

207 

- 1.9% 

Frankl i nton 

513 

502 

564 

+ 9.9% 

Centervi 1 le 

42 

391 
903  1 

68 

+61.9% 

Lou i sbu  rg 

903 

1,046 

+15.8% 

SOURCES:  1.  US  Bureau 

of 

the  Census 

, Census  of 

Hous  i ng 

, 1970. 

2.  Region  K 

Housing  Element,  1978  (except  Louisburg). 

3.  US  Bureau 

of 

the  Census 

, 1980  prel 

iminary 

field  count. 
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TABLE  ll-D.  FRANKLIN  COUNTY 

(Sept i c 


HEALTH  DEPARTMENT  IMPROVEMENT  PERM  I TS- 1 98O . 
tanks  and  filter  fields) 


NEW  DWELLINGS 

EXISTING  BUSINESS 

HOUSE 

MOBILE 

TOTAL 

HOUSE 

& OTHER 

FRANKLIN  COUNTY 

182 

187 

369 

1 1 

24 

Dunn  Township 

31 

30 

61 

1 

5 

Harris  Townsh i p 

12 

13 

25 

— 

-- 

Youngsville  Township 

25 

28 

53 

-- 

2 

Frankl inton  Township 

32 

27 

59 

1 

5 

Hayesville  Township 

10 

4 

14 

-- 

-- 

Sandy  Creek  Township 

10 

15 

25 

4 

Gold  Mine  Townsh i p 

9 

6 

15 

— 

2 

Cedar  Rock  Township 

7 

18 

25 

-- 

2 

Cypress  Creek  Township 

13 

6 

19 

-- 

Louisburg  Township 

31 

35 

66 

— 

- - 

location  unknown 

2 

5 

7 

9 

4 

SOURCE:  Franklin  County 

Hea 1 th 

Department , 

San i tar i an 

month  1 y 

summar i es . 
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Generally  the  rural  area  had  a higher  percentage  of  substandard 
housing  (deteriorating  and  dilapidated  units).  However,  many  of 
these  were  vacant  and  abandoned  and  are  unlikely  to  be  used  for 
housing  in  the  future. 

Since  1976,  the  housing  stock  has  changed  although  it  is  not 
possible  to  document  all  the  changes  in  this  study.  Only  a preliminary 
housing  count  is  available  from  the  1980  census  at  this  time.  And 
when  additional  data  from  the  1980  Census  of  Housing  is  available, 
it  will  be  difficult  to  compare  earlier  survey  and  census  data  with 
it  due  to  changes  in  definitions  and  data  gathered.  Table  I I — C , 

Franklin  County  Housing  Trends:  1970-1980,  presents  the  total  housing 
counts  for  townships  and  municipalities  in  the  county.  A tabulation 
of  the  Health  Department  Improvement  Permits  for  1980  shows  the  greatest 
housing  activity  being  in  Bunn,  Franklinton,  Youngsville,  and  Louisburg 
townships.  More  than  half  of  the  permits  for  new  dwellings  were  for 
mobile  homes  throughout  the  county.  (See  Table  ll-D,  Frankin  County 
Health  Department  Improvement  Permits  - 1980) 

OCCUPANCY  CHARACTERISTICS 

Table  I,  Survey  of  Housing  Conditions:  1 980  (Appendix),  is  reprinted 
from  Region  K Areawide  Housing  Opportunity  Plan.  The  AHOP  Survey  reflects 
changes  in  the  housing  supply  which  occurred  since  the  completion  of  the 
1976  structural  quality  survey.  The  tables  for  the  different  areas 
were  adjusted  to  reflect  the  following  changes: 

- additional  units  constructed  after  the  1976  survey 

- new  multi-family  assisted  housing  added  after  1976 

- units  rehabilitated  or  demolished  under  the  CDBG  program 

The  numbers  of  renter  and  owner  housing  units  are  based  on  the  ratios 
reported  in  the  1970  census. 

STATUS  OF  ASSISTED  HOUSING 

There  have  been  several  federal  programs  used  in  Franklin  County 
to  provide  housing  assistance  of  various  types.  These  programs  are 
briefly  described  below  and  Table  ll-E,  Owner-Renter  Assisted  Housing, 
summarizes  the  assisted  housing  in  Franklin  County  since  1970.  The 
locations  of  the  assisted  housing  are  noted  in  Table  I I - F , location 
of  Renter  Assisted  Housing. 

The  Farmers  Home  Administration  (FmHA) , a part  of  the  U.  S.  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture,  has  several  programs  available  which  have  assisted 
many  families  in  Franklin  County  to  acquire  or  maintain  adequate  housing. 
The  two  most  prevalent  FmHA  housing  programs  administered  in  Franklin 
County  are  the  502  loans  which  help  finance  the  construction  of  new 
housing  and  the  504  loans  which  assist  homeowners  in  rehabilitating 
their  houses.  The  households  assisted  by  these  programs  are  shown  in 
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Table  I I - E . In  addition  to  the  FmHA  502  and  50*t  programs,  the 

Farmers  Home  Administration  has  made  three  Section  515  Rural  Rental 
Housing  loans,  providing  for  the  construction  of  78  rental  units 
for  low  to  moderate  income  families  in  Louisburg. 

The  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  (HUD)  provides 
assistance  either  directly  or  indirectly  to  individuals  or  governmental 
and  non-profit  entities  through  grants,  loans,  loan  guarantees,  interest 
subsidies,  or  rent  subsidies. 

* Section  236  Housing.  This  program  provides  assistance  to 
lower  income  families  by  providing  a below-market  interest 
rate  program  for  the  construction  of  low-rent  housing  by 
non-profit  organizations  or  cooperatives.  Through  the 
reduction  of  the  interest  rate,  the  mortgage  on  the  housing 
is  reduced,  allowing  the  sponsoring  organization  to  charge 
a rent  attractive  to  low-  to  moderate- i ncome  families.  One 
project  with  50  units  was  completed  in  1972  in  Louisburg 
using  this  program. 

' Publ ic  Hous i ng . Under  this  program,  rental  housing  is 

constructed  by  local  governments  and  financed  through  local 
bond  referendums  and  adminstered  by  local  housing  authorities. 
Once  the  units  have  been  constructed,  the  tenants  may  receive 
rental  subsidies  from  HUD  for  any  charge  in  rent  which 
exceeds  25  percent  of  their  income.  There  have  been  no 
conventional  public  housing  units  constructed  in  Franklin 
County . 

* Section  8 Housing.  This  program  is  divided  into  three 

categories:  new  construction,  existing,  and  rehabilitation. 

Projects  can  be  owned  by  private  profit  or  non-profit  owners 
or  public  housing  agencies.  Prospective  owners  submit 
development  proposals  in  response  to  HUD's  published  invita- 
tion for  proposals.  When  HUD  accepts  a proposal,  HUD  agrees 
that  upon  completion  of  the  project  it  will  enter  into  a 
Housing  Assistance  Payments  Contract.  This  contract  with  the 
project  owners  is  for  a specified  term,  and  HUD  will  make 
housing  assistance  payments  for  the  eligible  families 
occupying  the  units.  Payments  are  for  the  difference  be- 
tween the  approved  rent  for  the  housing  and  the  amount  the 
family  is  required  to  pay  (not  less  than  5%  nor  more  than 

25%  of  the  family's  adjusted  income.  One  Section  8 project 
with  50  units  was  awarded  in  Frankl inton  in  1980.  An  addition- 
al 31  units  in  scattered  existing  dwellings  came  under  the 
Section  8 program  in  1 980  in  Franklin  County. 

* Section  235  Housing.  This  program  has  been  primarily  used 
by  low-income  families  to  purchase  single  family  homes. 

The  program  assists  low-income  families  by  reducing  the 
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interest  on  their  home  loan  to  as  low  as  one  percent  to 
assure  that  their  monthly  payments  do  not  exceed  25  percent 
of  their  adjusted  monthly  income.  Three  families  in 
Franklin  County  have  been  assisted  by  this  program. 

Comnunity  Development  Block.  Grants.  Grants  are  made  to 
local  units  of  government  by  HUD  under  Title  I of  the 
197^  Community  Development  Act  for  the  purpose  of  developing 
viable  urban  communities  by  providing  decent  housing  and  a 
suitable  living  environment  and  expanding  economic  oppor- 
tunities, principally  for  persons  of  low-  and  moderate- 
income.  Three  programs  in  Franklin  County  have  been  funded 
by  Comnunity  Development  Block  Grants. 

1977  “ Louisburg  was  awarded  a grant  of  $**99,800  to  rehabili- 
tate a deteriorated,  low-income  residential  area. 

1977  - Bunn  was  awarded  a grant  of  $367,700  to  rehabilitate 

a deteriorated  low-income  residential  neighborhood 
located  near  the  Bunn  High  School. 

1978  - Frankl inton  was  awarded  a grant  of  $ 

to  rehabilitate  a deteriorated  low-income 
residential  neighborhood. 


Table  li-E.  OWNER-RENTER  ASSISTED  HOUSING:  1970-1980 
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SOURCE:  Region  K - Areawide  Housing  Opportunity  Plan,  1980. 


Table  I l-F.  LOCATION  OF  RENTER  ASSISTED  HOUSING 


PROJECT 

YEAR 

BUILT 

LOCATION 

FEDERAL 

PROGRAM 

TOTAL 

UNITS 

ELDERLY  & 
HANDICAPPED 

SMALL 
FAM 1 LY 

LARGE 
FAM 1 LY 

Academy 
V i 1 1 age 

1980 

Savage  St. 
Frankl  i nton 

Sec.  8 
New 

50 

15 

20 

15 

Frankl in 
Cou  rt 

1972 

N.  Church  St. 
Lou i sburg 

Sec.  236 
New 

50 

- 

26 

Lou  is  burg 
Elderly 

1980 

Cripple  Creek  Rd. 
Lou i sbu  rg 

FmHA  515 
New 

30 

30 

- 

- 

Dup 1 exes 

- 

Scattered 
Lou  is  burg 

FmHA  515 
New 

18 

- 

18 

- 

River 

Ridge 

1979 

River  Road 
Lou i sburg 

FmHA  515 
New 

30 

2 

28 

- 

Ind  i v i dua 
Houses 

1 1980 

Scattered 

County 

Sec . 8 
Existi ng 

31 

9 

10 

12 

TOTAL 

- 

- 

- 

209 

56 

102 

51 

SOURCE:  1 

Region  K 

- Areawide  Housing 

Opportun  i 

ty  Plan, 

1980. 
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COMMUNITY  SERVICES 


Community  services  are  important  factors  in  determining  the  quality 
of  living  conditions.  Street  or  road  access  and  adequate  water  supply 
and  sewage  disposal  are  basic  services  necessary  for  all  housing  units. 

All  housing  units  should  have  access  to  well  maintained  public 
streets  or  roads:  single  family  units  should  all  front  on  a public 
street  or  road  and  all  multi-family  units  should  either  front  on  a 
public  street  or  a private  drive  with  access  to  a public  street.  The 
subdivision  process  and  registration  of  deeds  should  be  administered 
by  the  county  and  the  municipalities  so  that  all  building  lots  have 
adequate  access.  Where  municipalities  have  jurisdiction,  the  munici- 
palities should  assure  that  when  land  is  developed,  streets  are 
adequately  designed  and  improved.  Outside  municipal  jurisdiction, 
the  county  should  assure  that  new  streets  and  roads  are  designed  and 
improved  to  N.  C.  Department  of  Transportation  standards  so  the 
state  will  accept  new  streets  and  roads  for  maintenance. 

An  adequate  supply  of  water  and  safe  disposal  of  waste  water  are 
essential  for  all  housing  units.  In  Franklin  County,  the  municipalities 
of  Louisburg,  Frank! inton,  Youngsville,  and  Bunn  provide  public  water 
supply  and  waste  water  collection  and  treatment  within  their  corporate 
limits.  Lake  Royale,  a second  home,  recreational  community,  is  supplied 
by  a privately  operated  central  water  system.  The  rest  of  the  county, 
including  Centerville,  depends  on  individual  wells  for  water  supply  and 
individual  septic  tanks  and  filter  fields  for  waste  water  disposal. 

Ground  water  supplies  are  generally  adequate  for  residential  use 
throughout  the  county  as  long  as  precautions  are  taken  to  prevent 
contamination.  Soils  in  the  county  generally  have  slight  to  moderate 
limitations  for  septic  tank  filter  fields,  and  septic  tanks  with  filter 
fields  are  an  acceptable  method  of  wastewater  treatment  and  disposal 
at  low  densities.  Some  specific  soils  and  certain  topographic  conditions 
should  be  avoided,  however,  because  of  severe  limitation  for  septic 
tank  filter  fields. 

The  county  health  department  should  continue  its  enforcement  of 
lot  size  standards  and  inspection  of  wells  and  filter  fields  in  order 
to  protect  the  health  of  the  residents  and  prevent  contamination  of 
ground  water  supplies.  High  density  residential  development  should 
occur  only  where  it  is  feasible  to  serve  by  one  of  the  municipal  water 
and  sewer  systems. 
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IV.  DEMAND  FOR  HOUSING 


Housing  exists  to  provide  shelter  for  people,  so  a look  at  the  number 
and  characteristics  of  the  people  who  live  in  Franklin  County  is  in- 
cluded here.  The  most  complete  population  data  is  that  obtained  through 
the  decennial  census.  Unfortunately  only  the  final  count  of  the  total 
population  is  available  from  the  1980  Census  at  this  time.  Table  IV-A 
is  included  to  show  the  general  population  trends  of  the  county  and 
areas  within  the  county 


Table  IV-A.  FRANKLIN 

COUNTY  POPULAT 1 

ION  TRENDS: 

1970-1980 

19701 

19802 

CHANGE 

FRANKLIN  COUNTY 

26,820 

29,811 

+11.  1% 

Dunn  Township 

3,286 

4,021 

+22.4% 

Harris  Townsh ip 

2,110 

2,052 

- 2.8% 

Youngsville  Township 

1,77* 

2,311 

+30.3% 

Frankl inton  Township 

5,431 

6,180 

+13.8% 

Hayesville  Township 

1 ,504 

1,540 

+ 2.4% 

Sandy  Creek  Township 

1,611 

2,036 

+26.4% 

Gold  Mine  Township 

1,341 

1 ,308 

- 2.5% 

Cedar  Rock  Township 

2, 184 

2,130 

- 2.5% 

Cypress  Creek  Township 

738 

808 

+ 9.5% 

Louisburg  Township 

6,841 

7,425 

+ 8.5% 

FRANKLIN  CO.  RURAL 

21,458 

24,087 

+12.2% 

FRANKLIN  CO.  MUNICIPAL 

5,362 

5,724 

+ 6.8% 

Bunn 

284 

501 

+76.4% 

Youngsv  i 1 le 

555 

490 

-11.7% 

F rankl  i nton 

1,459 

1,397 

- 4.2% 

Centerv i 1 1 e 

123 

137 

+11.4% 

Lou i sbu  rg 

2,941 

3,199 

+ 8.8% 

SOURCES: 


i 

U.  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  Census  of  Population,  1970. 
-U,  S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  1980  preliminary  field  count. 


POPULATION  AND  HOUSEHOLD  CHARACTERISTICS 

Data  on  low-income  households  and  minority  households  from  the  1970 
census  is  included  to  give  an  indication  of  the  type  and  number  of  house- 
holds needing  housing  assistance.  Table  IV-B,  Minority  Households,  shows 
the  number  and  percentages  of  minority  households  in  the  county  and  in 
each  township.  Approximately  one-third  of  the  households  in  1970  were 
occupied  by  minorities,  with  the  greatest  concentration  in  Frankl inton 
and  Louisburg  townships.  In  Franklin  County  virtually  all  minority 
persons  are  Black,  so  minority  household  composition  can  be  considered 
synonomous  with  the  number  of  Black  occupied  households. 
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Table  IV-B.  MINORITY  HOUSEHOLDS:  1970 


No.  Minority 

Households 

Percent  of 

Total 

F rank  1 i n County 

2,549 

33.4 

Dunn  Townshi p 

232 

23.9 

Harris  Township 

134 

22.0 

Youngsville  Township 

138 

25.0 

Frankl inton  Township 

602 

38.1 

Hayesville  Township 

169 

42.  1 

Sandy  Creek  Township 

157 

36.4 

Gold  Mine  Townsh i p 

123 

31.8 

Cedar  Rock  Township 

176 

27.2 

Cypress  Creek  Township 

87 

47.5 

Louisburg  Township 

731 

39.3 

SOURCE:  U.  S.  Census  of  Population. 

Low- i ncome  households 

a re 

those  that  have  an  income  less 

than  the 

pverty  level.  The  poverty 

level  in  1970  for  Franklin  County  was  $2,048 

The  number  and  percent  of  1 

OW" 

income  households 

in  1970  for  Frankl i n 

County  is  shown  in  Table  IV 

-c, 

Low-Income  Households.  The  1970  definit 

of  low-income  is  used  because 

data  used  for  more 

current  defin 

1 i t i ons  i s 

not  available  for  townships 

i n 

F rankl i n County . 

Table  1 V-C . 

LOW 

-INCOME  HOUSEHOLDS 

: 1970 

No.  Low- Income 

Households 

Percent  of 

Total 

Frankl in  County 

1,814 

28.3 

Dunn  Township 

241 

29.5 

Harris  Township 

188 

32.6 

Youngsville  Township 

89 

19.1 

Frankl inton  Township 

315 

24.0 

Hayesville  Township 

128 

31.6 

Sandy  Creek  Township 

117 

37.0 

Gold  Mine  Township 

122 

32.9 

Cedar  Rock  Township 

192 

36.0 

Cypress  Creek 

50 

34.7 

Lou i sbu  rg 

372 

25.3 

SOURCE:  U.  S.  Census  of  Population. 

POPULATION  PROJECTION 

Detailed  data  from  the  1 980  census  is  not  yet  available  for  analysis 
of  recent  population  trends.  Available  population  projections  are  there- 
fore based  on  data  which  is  not  current.  Table  I V — D , Projected  Population 
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by  Townships,  prepared  in  1976,  is  the  projection  used  by  Region  K 
COG  to  determine  housing  assistance  needs  resulting  from  population 
growth.  While  these  population  projections  for  1980  are  lower  than 
the  actual  population  reported  in  the  1980  census,  the  assisted 
housing  needs  are  probably  not  appreciably  greater  since  the  unantici- 
pated growth  has  been  due  to  improved  economic  conditions  and  increased 
employment . 


Table  IV-D.  PROJECTED  POPULATION  BY  TOWNSHIPS:  1980-2000 


1970  1 

19802 

1990  2 

20002 

Frankl i n County 

26,820 

28,600 

30,300 

31 ,000 

Dunn  Township 

3,286 

3,410 

3,590 

3,650 

Harris  Township 

2,  1 10 

2,150 

2,170 

2,110 

Youngsville  Township 

1,774 

1,810 

1 ,800 

1,720 

Frankl inton  Township 

5,431 

6 , 220 

6,930 

7,420 

Hayesville  Township 

1,504 

1,510 

1,470 

1,380 

Sandy  Creek  Township 

1,611 

1 ,640 

1,630 

1,560 

Gold  Mine  Township 

1,341 

1,290 

1,230 

1,130 

Cedar  Rock  Township 

2,184 

2,200 

2,160 

2,040 

Cypress  Creek  Township 

738 

660 

590 

500 

Lou  is  burg  Township 

6,841 

7,720 

8,740 

9,500 

SOURCE:  ^U.  S.  Census  of  Population. 

^North  Carolina  Department  of  Natural  and  Economic  Resources, 
Division  of  Environmental  Management,  D i sagg regat ions  of  State 
OBERS  "E"  Projections,  1976. 

The  1980  Census  shows  a substarit  i al  ly  greater  increase  in  popula- 
tion for  Franklin  County  than  was  projected  as  recently  as  1976. 

Although  data  on  characteristics  of  the  1 980  population  are  yet 
available,  it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  the  population  of  Franklin 
County  will  continue  to  increase  at  a rate  greater  than  shown  in 
Table  IV-D  if  local  and  regional  economic  and  employment  opportunities 
continue  to  expand,  the  population  of  Franklin  County  can  be  expected 
to  grow  at  a rate  equal  to  that  shown  between  1970  and  1980.  Table  IV-E 
shows  a population  projection  based  on  continuation  of  the  1970-1980 
t rend. 


Table  IV-E. 


Total  Population 


REVISED  FRANKLIN  COUNTY  POPULATION  PROJECTION 

2970  2980  1990  2000 

26,820  29,811  33,135  36,830 


+11.15% 


Change 


+1 1.15% 


+ 1 1 .15% 


HOUSING  NEEDS 


Activities  necessary  to  provide  adequate  housing  for  the  county's 
people  will  include: 

1.  Demolition  and  replacement  of  existing  substandard  housing 
which  cannot  be  rehabilitated. 

2.  Rehabilitation  of  existing  substandard  housing  which  can  be 
rehab i 1 i tated . 

3-  Maintenance  of  existing  standard  housing. 

A.  Construction  of  new  housing  as  required  to  accommodate  growth 
in  the  population  and  possible  reduction  in  family  size. 

Adequacy  of  housing  also  includes  the  residential  environment  and  provision 
of  services  such  as  water  sewer,  fire  protection,  police  protection,  and 
garbage  collection. 

The  average  number  of  people  per  housing  unit  has  been  decreasing 
due  to  the  decrease  in  the  average  number  of  children  and  the  increase 
in  the  number  of  one  and  two  person  households.  Single  person  house- 
holds are  mainly  either  young  adults  or  elderly,  and  different  housing 
types  are  often  required  for  these  segments  of  the  population. 

A projection  of  total  housing  requirements  is  presented  in  Table 
IV-F.  The  persons  per  housing  unit  is  for  the  total  number  of  units, 
including  vacant  units.  Therefore,  it  is  assumed  that  the  vacancy 
rate  will  remain  relatively  constant. 

The  actual  construction  activity  required  to  meet  the  projected 
housing  requirements  is  shown  in  Table  IV-G,  Projected  Housing  Needs. 

The  activities  necessary  to  provide  the  housing  shown  in  Table  I V- F , 
Projected  Housing  Requirements,  include: 

1.  Maintenance  of  existing  standard  units. 

2.  Rehabilitation  of  deteriorating  units. 

3.  Demolition  of  dilapidated  units  and  construction  of  new 
housing  units  to  replace  them. 

A.  Construction  of  new  housing  to  meet  the  increased  demand 
for  housing. 
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Table  IV-F.  PROJECTED  HOUSING  REQUIREMENTS:  1990  and  2000 


1 9701 

19802 

19903 

2000k 

Total  Population 

26,820 

29,81 1 

33,135 

36,830 

Persons  Per  Unit 

3.25 

2.68 

2.7 

2.7 

Total  Housing  Units 

8,242 

11,152 

12,250 

13,600 

Change 

- 

+2,910 

+ 1 ,098 

+1,350 

SOURCE:  ^U.  S.  Census  of  Population  and  Housing. 

2U.  S.  Census  - Preliminary  Field  Count. 

^Population  projection  based  on  1970-1980  rate  of  increase 
and  number  of  housing  units  based  on  1 980  persons  per  unit 
remaining  stable. 


Table  IV-G. 

PROJECTED  HOUSING  NEEDS: 

1980-2000 

1980-1990 

1990-2000 

Total  Units  Required 

12,250 

13,600 

Existing  Units 

11,152 

12,250 

Standard  Units 

8,596 

10,450 

Rehab i 1 i tated  Units 

1 ,085 1 

1 ,2003 

Replacement  Units 

1 ,47l2 

6003 

Increase  in  Units 

1 ,098 

1,350 

Total  New  and  Rehab. 

3,554 

3,150 

NOTES:  1.  In  the  1 980 1 s all  substandard  units  shown  on  Table  I 

(Appendix)  as  suitable  for  rehabilitation  are  noted 
here  as  needing  rehabilitation. 


2.  In  the  1 980 1 s all  substandard  units  shown  on  Table  I 
(Appendix)  as  not  suitable  for  rehabilitation  are 
scheduled  for  replacement. 

3.  In  the  1990's  it  is  estimated  that  approximately  10% 
of  the  1990  housing  stock  will  require  rehabilitation 
during  the  decade  and  that  approximately  5%  of  the  1990 
housing  stock  will  require  replacement  during  the  decade 
due  to  deterioration  or  obsolescence. 

CURRENT  HOUSING  NEEDS 


The  current  or  immediate  housing  needs  are  those  which  should  be 
addressed  in  the  next  three  to  five  years.  Since  the  greatest  need 
is  to  provide  for  the  sector  of  Franklin  County's  population  that  is 
least  able  to  provide  for  itself,  the  housing  assistance  needs  of  low 
income  families  will  be  addressed  first.  Secondly,  the  housing  needs 
of  the  county  population  which  requires  no  housing  assistance  will  be 
addressed . 


ASSISTED  HOUSING  NEEDS 


The  1980  housing  assistance  needs  of  lower- income  households 
in  Franklin  County  were  estimated  by  the  Kerr-Tar  Council  of  Govern- 
ments as  part  of  the  Region  K Areawide  Housing  Opportunity  Plan  (AHOP). 
The  data,  provided  on  HUD  form  7092,  Table  I 1-1,  Housing  Assistance 
Needs  of  Lower-Income  Households,  is  reproduced  in  the  Appendix.  A 
detailed  explanation  of  data  sources  and  methods  used  to  derive  the 
information  in  Table  11-1  is  provided  in  the  Region  K AHOP. 

The  following  definitions  were  employed  for  calculating  the  data 
supplied  in  Table  11-1  (Appendix): 

1.  Lower- Income  Households  are  households  whose  income  does  not 
exceed  80  percent  of  the  median  family  income  for  the  area 
as  determined  by  HUD,  with  adjustments  for  smaller  or  larger 
f am  i 1 i es . 

2.  Elderly  Households  are  one  or  two  person  households  headed 
by  a person  over  62  years  of  age. 

3-  Handicapped  Households  are  households  headed  by  a person  who 

is  under  a disability  or  is  handicapped  (as  defined  in  Section  3 
of  the  U.  S.  Housing  Act  of  1937,  amended).  Also  included  in 
this  category  are  handicapped  persons  who  are  members  of  non- 
handicapped households  or  are  presently  institutionalized  but 
who  would  be  capable  of  independent  or  "group-home"  living. 

k.  Small  Family  Households  are  households  of  four  or  fewer  persons, 
including  unrelated  individuals  but  excluding  elderly  and 
handicapped  households  (as  defined  above). 

5.  Large  Family  Households  are  households  of  five  or  more  persons, 
excluding  handicapped  households  (as  defined  above). 

6.  Minority  Households  are  households  composed  of  members  of  the 

fol  lowing  minority  groups:  Blacks,  American  Indians  or  Alaskan 

Natives,  Asian  or  Pacific  Islanders  or  Hispanics. 

7.  Households  Expected  to  be  Displaced  include  all  households, 
displaced  or  to  be  displaced  by  public  action,  or  private  action 
where  information  is  available,  during  the  three  year  program. 

8 . Househol ds  with  Def i c i enc i es  : 

a.  households  occupying  units  that  lack  some  or  all 
plumbing  facilities  and/or 

b.  households  with  more  than  1.25  persons  per  room 
and/or 
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c.  renter  households  paying  more  than  25  percent  of  their 
income  for  rent  or 

d.  owner  households  occupying  housing  more  than  30  years 
old  and  valued  at  less  than  $7,500. 

9.  Median  Income:  The  regional  median  is  as  of  July  1,  1980, 

and  applies  to  the  South  Census  Region.  The  locality  median 
for  non-metropolitan  areas  is  that  for  the  county. 

10.  Households  "expected  to  reside11  (ETR)  includes  lower- income 
households  expected  to  reside  in  the  county  as  a result  of 
commercial,  industrial,  governmental,  or  service  employment 
generated  by  new  or  expanded  development;  and  lower-income 
families  with  workers  currently  employed  in  the  county  but 
not  living  there.  An  ETR  of  zero  is  recorded  on  Table  11-1 
as  a result  of  HUD  guidelines. 

The  number  of  households  in  1980  needing  housing  assistance  as 
shown  on  Table  11-1  is  summarized  on  Table  I V — H . Also  shown  are  the 
housing  assistance  needs  resulting  from  projected  growth  in  the  county 
from  1980  to  1983. 


Table  IV-H.  SUMMARY  OF  HOUSING  ASSISTANCE  NEEDS 


1 980 1 

(Ex  i st  i ng) 

1980-832 
(P  roj  ected) 

Total 

F rankl i n County 

2,31*4 

182 

2, *496 

Bun  n 

27 

3 

30 

Centerv i 1 1 e 

8 

0 

8 

Frank!  inton 

138 

12 

150 

Lou i sburg 

1*43 

19 

162 

Young sv  i 1 1 e 

*49 

*4 

53 

County  Balance 

1,9*49 

1*4*4 

2,093 

SOURCES:  ^able  1 

1 - 1 : Existing  Hous i ng 

Ass i stance  Needs . 

^Projection  based  on  average  annual  increase  between 
1970-1980  based  on  1970  Estimated  Housing  Assistance 
Needs  by  HUD-EMAD  Special  Census  Tabulation,  197*4;  and 
1980  Estimated  Housing  Needs  by  HUD-EMAD,  TABUP, 

Estimates  of  Lower- I ncorne  Households,  1980. 

NON-ASS  I STED  HOUSING  NEEDS 

Non-assisted  housing  needs  pertain  to  the  portion  of  the  county's 
population  which  does  not  require  outside  assistance  in  order  to  obtain 
adequate  housing.  The  needs  of  this  segment  include: 

1.  Upgrading  existing  substandard  housing. 

2.  Preserving  or  maintaining  existing  standard  housing. 
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3.  Assuring  orderly  and  desirable  development  of  future 
hous i ng . 

In  addition  to  these  needs,  which  relate  directly  to  the  housing  units 
themselves,  are  the  environmental  and  service  related  needs.  For  non- 
assisted  housing,  the  environmental  and  service  related  needs  are  of 
primary  public  concern  and  are  addressed  along  with  those  of  assisted 
hous i ng . 
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V.  GOALS,  OBJECTIVES,  AND  POLICIES 


This  section  orovides  the  county  with  a plan  to  satisfy  its  current 
and  projected  housing  needs.  The  goals  and  objectives  are  primarily 
summarized  from  the  Region  K Housing  Element.  Housing  goals  are  stated 
in  general  terms,  and  the  objectives  which  are  designed  to  acheive  the 
goals  are  more  specific.  Objectives  for  the  first  three  goals,  rehabilitation, 
demolition,  and  construction,  are  stated  numerically  in  Table  V-A  for 
the  five-year  period,  1979“1984.  These  are  the  objectives  of  the  Region 
K Housing  Element  for  Franklin  County. 

GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES 

GOAL  1.  Rehabilitate  residential  areas  which  are  suitable  for 

rehab i 1 i tat  ion . 


OBJECTIVE  Rehabilitate  owner-occupied,  renter-occupied,  and  vacant 
housing  units  which  are  suitable  for  rehabilitation. 

(See  Table  V-A,  Rehabilitation) 


GOAL  2. 


Eliminate  housing  conditions  which  threaten  the  public 
health,  safety  and  welfare. 


OBJECTIVE  Demolish  those  housing  units  which  are  in  dilapidated 
condition  and  have  no  historical  significance.  (See 
Table  V-A,  Demolition.) 

GOAL  3*  To  have  suitable  housing  available  for  all  low-income 

residents  and  especially  for  those  low-income  residents 
in  unhealthy  or  unsafe  housing. 


OBJECTIVE  A.  Encourage  the  construction  of  housing  which  may  be 

purchased  by  low-income  families  now  living  in  unhealthy 
or  unsafe  housing.  (See  Table  V-A,  New  Construction.) 


OBJECTIVE  B.  Encourage  the  construction  of  housing  in  developed  areas 
for  rental  by  low-income  families  now  living  in  unhealthy 
or  unsafe  housing.  (See  Table  V-A,  New  Construction.) 


Table  V-A.  SUMMARY  OF  HOUSING  OBJECTIVES:  1 979“ 1 984 . 


GOALS  AND  OBJECTIVES 

TOTAL 

ELDERLY 

SMALL 

FAMILY 

LARGE 

FAMILY 

1 

» m 

REHABILITATION  (TOTAL) 

469 

156 

134 

108 

A.  Owner-occupied 

200 

96 

58 

46 

B.  Renter-occupied 

198 

60 

76 

62 

C.  Vacant 

71 

— 

— 

2. 

DEMOLITION  (TOTAL) 

425 

-- 

-- 

-- 

A.  Occupied 

240 

-- 

-- 

-- 

B.  Vacant 

185 

-- 

— 

— 

3. 

NEW  CONSTRUCTION  (TOTAL) 

795 

201 

410 

184 

A.  Purchase 

154 

-- 

154 

B.  Rental 

641 

201 

256 

184 

SOURCE:  Region  K Housing  Element,  1978. 
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GOAL  4. 


Preserve  existing  neighborhoods  and  housing  units  which 
are  viable  and  relatively  free  of  blighting  conditions. 


OBJECTIVE  A.  Identify  preservation  areas  in  urban  and  rural  areas. 


OBJECTIVE  B.  Provide  technical  assistance  to  communities  and  individuals 
to  assist  in  correction  of  minor  neighborhood  and  housing 
problems. 

OBJECTIVE  C.  Adopt  and  enforce  a minimum  housing  code  to  maintain  the 
quality  of  existing  housing  units. 

GOAL  5.  Assure  that  future  development  of  residential  areas  and 

construction  of  of  housing  units  occurs  in  attractive, 
functional  and  desirable  manner. 


OBJECTIVE  A.  Determine  type,  density,  and  location  of  desired  residential 
development. 

OBJECTIVE  B.  Develop  and  adopt  criteria  and  standards  for  residential 
development. 

OBJECTIVE  C.  Adopt  and  enforce  residential  development  regulations 

such  as  the  residential  building  code,  subdivision  regulations, 
mobile  home  ordinance,  and  land  use  management. 


POLICIES 

Housing  program  policies  include  a combination  of  assistance  to 
individuals  and  families  for  housing  and  a comprehensive  building  and 
land  use  management  program.  Programs  would  be  administered  by  the 
county  and  the  municipalities. 

* The  county  will  utilize  federal  and  state  programs  to  assist 

its  citizens  in  low-income  households  who  need  assistance  to  obtain 
adequate  housing.  The  county  will  coordinate  its  activities  with 
the  towns'  activities  to  achieve  the  most  benefit  for  the  greatest 
number  of  households. 

* The  county  will  work  toward  a comprehensive  growth  management 
program  involving  building  codes,  subdivision  regulations,  mobile 
home  regulation,  utility  policies,  and  land  use  management  to  assure 
that  both  land  development  and  construction  are  sound  investments 
for  the  individual  property  owner  as  well  as  the  general  public. 

* The  county  will  coordinate  its  activites  with  the  municipalities 
as  well  as  the  regional  council  of  governments  to  assure  that 
local  activities  are  consistent  with  regional  goals  and  objectives. 

* The  county  will  investigate  the  formation  of  a housing  authority 

to  administer  housing  programs  in  rural  areas  and  also  in  the  towns 
of  the  county  with  their  consent. 


2b 


I . 


. 


> 


' 


APPENDIX 


A.  HOUSING  CONDITIONS  AND  HOUSING  ASSISTANCE  NEEDS  A- 1 

Tables  I and  11-1  are  reprinted  from  Region  K 
Areawide  Housing  Opportunity  Plan.  The  data  is  provided 
on  HUD  form  709 1 > Table  I - "Survey  of  Housing  Conditions" 
and  HUD  form  7092,  Table  11-1  - "Housing  Assistance 
Needs  of  Lower-Income  Households"  which  HUD  requires 
community  block  grant  applicants  to  complete  as  part  of 
their  local  housing  assistance  plan. 

The  "Franklin  County"  tables  include  the  entire 
county,  incorporated  urban  areas  as  well  as  rural  areas. 

The  "Franklin  County  Balance"  tables  include  only  the 
rural  areas.  The  Region  K Areawide  Housing  Opportunity 
Plan  also  includes  individual  tables  for  Bunn,  Franklinton, 
Louisburg,  and  Youngsville. 


TABLE  I SURVEY  OF  HOUSING  CONDITIONS  A-2 

Franklin  County  A-2 

Franklin  County  Balance  A-3 

TABLE  11-1  HOUSING  ASSISTANCE  NEEDS  OF  LOWER-INCOME 

HOUSEHOLDS  A-4 

Franklin  County  A-J» 

Franklin  County  Balance  A-5 


B.  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 


A-6 


C. 


HISTORIC  PRESERVATION  ASSESSMENT 


A-8 


. 


A-2 


SOURCE:  REGION  K AHOP,  1 98O - 
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NARRATIVE  lAnech  additions!  theta,  if  neceuery) 

1.  Data  touroM  and  martiodt. 

2.  Special  hooting  rtaedi  of  lomar-incoma  houaaholcb. 


APPENDIX  B:  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESSMENT 


Pursuant  to  the  requirements  and  guidelines  of  the  National 
Environmental  Protection  Act,  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality, 
the  U.  S.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development,  and  the  State 
Environmental  Policy  Act,  the  following  is  a summary  of  environmental 
considerations  regarding  the  plans  and  policies  contained  in  this 
housing  element: 

1.  ABSTRACT:  The  Housing  Element  analyzes  and  evaluates  the  housing 

situations  in  Franklin  County  based  on  available  data.  The  study 
recommends  strategies  to  be  implemented  to  alleviate  poor  housing 
conditions  and  to  improve  the  housing  stock.  The  study  is  divided 
into  four  major  sections:  data  on  housing  supply;  information 

about  community  services;  data  concerning  demand  for  housing; 

and  housing  goals,  objectives  and  policies. 

2.  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT:  The  plans  and  policies,  if  implemented, 

will  have  minimal  impact  on  the  environment. 

3.  ADVERSE  ENVIRONMENTAL  EFFECTS  WHICH  CANNOT  BE  AVOIDED  SHOULD  THE 

PROPOSED  PLAN  BE  IMPLEMENTED:  The  plans  and  policies,  if  implemented, 

will  not  create  any  adverse  environmental  impact. 

4.  ALTERNATIVES:  The  alternative  is  to  ignore  the  lack  of  an  adequate 

quantity  of  standard  housing  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  residents  of 
the  county.  This  would  lead  to  the  decline  of  the  housing  in  the 
county  and  to  the  adverse  physical,  social,  and  economic  consequences 
resulting  from  poor  housing. 

5.  LONG-TERM  vs.  SHORT-TERM  PRODUCTIVITY:  The  elimination  of  the  adverse 

effects  of  poor  housing  will,  over  the  long  run,  increase  the  pro- 
ductivity of  man's  environment. 

6.  IRREVERSIBLE  AND  IRRETRIEVABLE  COMMITMENTS  OF  RESOURCES:  Development 

and  new  construction  will  lead  to  the  irretrievable  coirmitment  of  land 
and  building  materials.  Time  of  government  officials  and  citizens 
will  be  needed  to  implement  the  plan.  This  expenditure  of  resources 
will  aid  in  the  protection  of  the  environment. 

7.  APPLICABLE  FEDERAL,  STATE  AND  LOCAL  CONTROLS: 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program 

Flood  Insurance  Study  for  Franklin  County 

Flood  Insurance  Study  for  the  Towns  of  Bunn,  Frankl inton, 

Louisburg,  and  Youngsville 

Franklin  County  Health  Department  Regulations 
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Bunn  Zoning  Ordinance 

Bunn  Area  "201"  Wastewater  Facilities  Plan 

Frankl inton  Zoning  Ordinance 

Louisburg  Subdivision  Regulations 

Louisburg  Zoning  Ordinance 

Louisburg  "201"  Wastewater  Facilities  Plan 

Youngsville  Zoning  Ordinance 

Western  Franklin  County  "201"  Wastewater  Facilities  Plan 
8.  DEVIATION  FROM  HUD  STANDARDS:  No  such  deviations  are  proposed. 
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APPENDIX  C:  HISTORIC  PRESERVATION  ASSESSMENT 


Pursuant  to  the  requirements  and  guidelines  of  Section  106  of  the 
National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966 , Executive  Order  11953  and 
Section  101  (b)(4)  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969, 
the  following  is  a summary  of  historic  preservation  considerations 
regarding  the  plans  and  policies  contained  in  this  housing  element: 

1.  ABSTRACT:  The  Housing  Element  analyzes  and  evaluates  the  housing 

situations  in  Franklin  County  based  on  available  data.  The  study 
recommends  strategies  to  be  implemented  to  alleviate  poor  housing 
conditions  and  to  improve  the  housing  stock.  The  study  is  divided 
into  four  major  sections:  data  on  housing  supply;  information 

about  community  services;  data  concerning  demand  for  housing; 

and  housing  goals,  objectives  and  policies. 

2.  IMPACT  ON  HISTORIC  PROPERTIES:  The  implementation  of  the  housing 

element  will  have  a beneficial  impact  on  historic  properties  in  the 
county  because  the  plan's  goals  and  objectives  include  preservation 
of  historic  resources.  Rehabilitation  and  preservation  of  existing 
housing  will  especially  benefit  historic  houses.  Provisions  of 
services  for  and  conservation  of  existing  residential  neighborhoods 
will  also  be  beneficial  to  the  extended  use  and  preservation  of 
historic  properties  in  those  neighborhoods.  No  adverse  effects 

on  historic  properties  are  anticipated. 

3.  ALTERNATIVES:  One  alternative  to  the  plans  and  policies  of  the 
housing  element  is  to  have  no  housing  plan.  The  lack  of  a housing 
plan  would  reduce  the  possibility  of  housing  assistance,  including 
rehabilitation  and  its  beneficial  impact  on  historic  properties. 

4.  LONG-TERM  IMPACT  ON  HISTORIC  PROPERTIES:  The  plans  and  policies 

of  the  housing  element  should  have  a beneficial  impact  on  historic 
properties.  The  preservation  of  existing  housing  and  the  conservation 
of  residential  neighborhoods  should  promote  the  preservation  of  historic 
houses . 

5.  HISTORIC  PRESERVATION  CONTROLS: 

National  Historic  Preservation  Act 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
Archeological  and  Historic  Preservation  Act 
Community  Development  Act 

Procedures  for  the  Protection  of  Historic  and  Cultural  Properties 
Protection  of  Properties  in  the  National  Register 
North  Carolina  Environmental  Policy  Act 
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